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INTERPRETATION OF THE CONCEPT “LEXICAL-SEMANTIC FIELD” IN
MODERN LINGUISTIC SCIENCE

At present stage of linguistic research development the systematic approach is the basic
one in the investigation of vocabulary: language is analysed as a system with a certain structure,
where words are not studied in isolation, but in contrast to other units — through the relations and
connections they form (Hertsovska N.O., Dilay I.P., Nizhehorodtseva-Kyrychenko L.A.,
Pimenova M.V., Stankevych V.L., Shepitko S.V., and others). The ability of one system to be
decomposed into a number of other systems reveals the hierarchical nature of language, where
elements of a simpler structural integrity are a part of a more complex one, forming a dialectical
unity — a lexical-semantic field (LSF). The purpose of our research is to provide a generalized
linguistic characterization of the concept "lexical-semantic field" in modern linguistics.

The general scientific recognition of the substantiation of the systematic nature of
language at the lexical level belongs primarily to German linguists J. Trier, G. Ipsen, L.
Weisgerber, W. Porzig, and others. The research works of these scientists created a theoretical
prerequisite for the formation and development of the theory of the semantic field, opened new
perspectives on the study of vocabulary as a system [1, p. 18.]. In modern linguistics, the LSF is
defined as a set of linguistic (mainly lexical) units that are united by common content (or certain
indicators) and reflect the conceptual, subject or functional similarity of the denoted phenomena
[2]. Lexical-semantic units combine into LSFs according to certain principles, and their
polysemy contributes to the belonging of the same unit to different fields, which in turn leads to
the unification of all the words into one lexical and semantic system of the language. LSFs are
not isolated associations; they are interconnected, they intersect and unite into one common
lexical and semantic system of the language. The systematic nature of the lexical structure of a
language is caused not only by communicative needs, but also by the coordinated nature of the
objective world, which is reflected in the lexicon [2, p. 210].

It should be stated, though, that nowadays the concept of lexical field is often
reconsidered under the influence of various scientific approaches to its study. Thus, in
lexicology, semantics, and cognitive linguistics, the lexical field is a means for a holistic
consideration of the lexical meaning of a word, the structure of the lexical composition of
languages, and the conceptualization and categorization of the speaker's reality; in lexicography
— it is a principle of codification of the lexical structure of a language, and in psycholinguistics —
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it is a way of studying speech memory, peculiarities of speech acquisition and reproduction [3, p.
470-471].

The analysis of the scientific literature on the investigated problem allows us to identify
three main principles according to which linguists usually form the concept of a lexical-semantic
field — semantic, structural, and systemic [1, p. 24]. The semantic principle is implemented
through component analysis of the lexical meanings of words that form a certain lexical-
semantic field: semes unite the lexical meanings of certain units. As a result, the internal
structure of the lexical-semantic field and the semantics of separate words are revealed, which
implies a broader understanding of the lexical meaning of each word, its structure and nature.

The structural principle is embodied in the peculiarities of the organization of all the units
that make up a particular lexical-semantic field. Each field is characterized by a specific
composition. Structural differences depend on the culture and development of the consciousness
of native speakers, and on the principles by which reality is categorized [1, p. 26].

The systemic principle of lexical organization is manifested in the presence of word
groups (paradigms) characterized by common meaning. Lexical-semantic groups of words are
the formative components of the lexical-semantic field, which integrate around a common
semantic feature and represent the association of words with homogeneous meanings. Each
lexical group in the field system does not exist in isolation, but in close interaction with other
groups, and that fact proves the existence of complex, hierarchical relations between all elements
of the field [1, p. 28].

As a complex dialectical unity of various components, the LSF is endowed with certain
features and properties, among which we consider it appropriate to single out the following as
the predominant ones:

— the semantic field is formed by a multitude of meanings that have at least one common
component (common semantic feature);

— its structure includes microfields — semantic combinations the members of which are
connected by an integral feature, usually expressed by a nuclear lexeme;

— the internal structure of a field is understood as a set of relations connecting lexical and
semantic units;

— LSF exists autonomously and can be distinguished as an independent subsystem of the
language;

— the field is characterized by the interdependence of elements, sometimes presented in
the form of their interchangeability;

— LSFs are not isolated from each other: each word of the language is included in a
certain LSF, and, most often, due to its polysemy, not only in one field;

—one LSF can be included in another field of a higher level,

— a single word used by a speaker or perceived by a listener can be understood only in
connection with the existence of a set of other words of this field;

— the boundaries of a field are movable, the division of the lexical system into fields
changes over time, as it is influenced by the historical development of a language [1].

Summarizing it can be stated that the lexical structure of a language is an organized set of
words formed from a set of fields, whose units are united on the basis of semantic relatedness.
The lexical-semantic field is a complex, multifaceted phenomenon in the lexical structure of a
language, with its certain properties and typical features. The organization of units in the field
system is based on the semantic, structural, and systemic principles.
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IHTEPTEKCTYAJIBHICTbD AAK CTHJIBOBA O3HAKA XYJOXHbBOI'O
HOCTMOIAEPHOI'O HAPATUBY

OnHi€I0 3 KIIOYOBUX CTHIIBOBUX O3HAK XYIOKHBOTO MOCTMOAEPHOTO HAPATUBY MOKHA
BBAXKAaTU 1HTEPTEKCTyalbHICTh. LI 03Haka mepenbayae HasBHICTh MOCHUJIAHb, LIMUTAT Ta IHIIUX
BIATYKiB Ha paHillle CTBOPEHI TEKCTOBI MaTepiand. Y MOCTMOJEPHOMY HapaTWBI 1€ 3a3BUYAl
3po0JIEHO 3 METOI0 MOKa3aTH, IO iCTOpIii Ta >KaHpH, 110 MU 3HAEMO, HE € OJHO3HAYHHUMHU abo
OCTaTOYHHMH.

IareprekcryanbHicTh, — 3a3Hauae M.Tkauyk, — «1ie KOJ MOCHJIaHb, L€ JKUTTS y
MibKTeKCTI»[1, ¢.173], a Takok 3BEpHEHHS 10 THUIIOBUX OOpa3iB, O MOBHOTO 0Oararcrsa,
CIO)KETHUX MOTHUBIB, XapaKTepHHUX JJs TBOPIB INOMNEPEIHUKIB 1 CydacHUKIB. BoHa ommcye, sk
TEKCTU MOXKYTh IOCHUJIATHCSI OJMH Ha 1HIIUH 1 sIK1 3B'SI3KM MOXKYTh ICHyBaTH MK HUMH. [TosiBi
MOHATTS 1HTEPTEKCTYaJbHOCTI y JIHrBicTHLI 3aBlsuytoTh FOmii KpicreBiil, ska BBakana, 110
«Oynp-IKMM TEKCT — Mo3aika LWTaT; Oyab-sKUHA TEKCT MOMIMHAE 1 TpaHCPOPMYEThCS B
1|2, c. 66].

3aBASKH THTEPTEKCTYaJTbHOCTI MOCTMOACPHICTCHKI aBTOPH MOXXYTh 3BEPHYTHCS
70 TpaJMIIMHUX XAHPIB Ta MOTHUBIB, ajle 3MIHUTU iXHE 3HAYCHHs, HAJIIUBIIM X HOBUMH
KOHTEKCTaMU Ta IHTepHpeTanisiMu. I[HTepTeKCTyalbHICTh JI03BOJISIE aBTOpaM CTBOPIOBATHU
CKJIaJH1 Ta TTMOOKI TEKCTOBI KOHCTPYKIIi, IO MOXYTh MICTUTH B cebe Oarato pi3HHX piBHIB
3HauYeHb Ta IHTEepHIpeTaliil.

XyIoXKHIM MOCTMOJEPHI3M XapaKTepU3YeThCSI BUKOPUCTaHHAM I1HTEPTEKCTYaJIbHOCTI,
TOOTO BUKOPHUCTAHHSM TEKCTIB 13 1HIIMUX TBOPIB, SIK1 3HAXOJATHCS Y /1aio31 3 caMUM CO0OI0 1 3
IHIIUMU TeKcTaMH. JIeKOHCTPYKIisS TPaauLifHUX HapaTUBIB Ta BiJBEpPTE MOEIHAHHS PI3HUX
CTHJIIB, TEXHIK Ta TEMaTUK 3 IHIIUX TBOPIB, IPOHIYHICTh, 3allO3WYEHHSI Ta MApOAIMHICTH €
XapaKTePHUMH PUCaMU XYyJI0KHBOTO TIOCTMOIepHi3MYy [3] .

Y XyOOXHBOMY  TIOCTMOJEDHOMY  HapaTUBI  iCHye  0e3miu Pi3HOBH/IIB
IHTepPTEKCTYalIbHOCTI, OCKUIBKM IIed CTHUJIb BIJPI3HSETHCS BIIKPHUTICTIO JI0 PI3HOMAHITHUX
KYJIbTYPHHUX Ta 1CTOpUYHUX JKeped. Och JesiKi 3 HaWMOIMPEHINUX BUIB IHTEPTEKCTYaIbHOCTI
B XY/I0’)KHBOMY ITOCTMOJIEPHOMY HApaTHBIi Ta MPUKIAIH:

Ilapadokcanvra inmepmekcmyanibHicms MOXe MaTh 0arato MposiBiB, BKIIOYAI0YH

MPUKIIAAA B aHTJIOMOBHHX TBOpax. Lle o3Ha4ae, mo B TBOPI MOXKYTh 3yCTPI4aTUCS CyNEpeUwInBi
a00 HemoB'A3aHl €JIEMEHTH, SKI MOCWIIIOTL B3a€EMOJII0 MIDK TEKCTaMH Ta BHKIHUKAIOTH
JOaTKOBY yBary 1O 3HAY€HHs iHTepTEeKCTyanbHOi B3aemoxii. OmauM i3 mpuknazaiB € "White
Noise" Jlon [eniyuio - y IIbOMY pOMaHi TOJIOBHHW I'epod OanmaHCye MK Pi3HUMH (OpMamMu
iH(opMallii, 0 BiH OTPUMYE 3 Mac-Meia Ta IHIuMX JpKepen. OQuH 3 HaOLIbI mapagoKcaTbHIX
MOMEHTIB y KHH31 - IIe TOW (paKkT, 10 TOJIOBHHH T'epod JAMBUTHCS Ha TEJIEBI30pi TPAHCIALIIO
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